REMARKS 



ADMINISTRATIVE OVERVIEW 

Claims 24-43 were previously presented. Claim 24 has been amended to more clearly 
recite the claimed invention. Upon entry of the present amendments, Claims 24-43 are pending 
of which Claims 24 and 34 are independent. No new matter has been added. 

Applicants respectfully traverse all rejections and submit that the below remarks 
sufficiently demonstrate that Claims 24-43 are patentable and in a condition for allowance. 

SUMMARY OF EXAMINER INTERVIEW 

Applicants wish to thank Examiner Choudhury for taking the time to interview with the 
Applicants' representative on July 13, 2010 and for providing the interview summary. Although 
no agreement was reached during the interview. Applicants thank Examiner Choudhury for 
clarifying that the Examiner's reading of Skantze is that the user requests the service, not the 
service provider. The Examiner further clarified that he does not intend to equate the service 
provider with the claimed network resource. 

REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. $ 102 

Claims 24-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
Publication Number 2003/0014327 to Skantze ("Skantze.") Applicants respectfully submit that 
Claims 24-43 as previously presented are patentable over Skantze. 

Anticipation requires a showing that a cited reference discloses each and every limitation 
of the claimed invention. Skantze does not disclose 1) an enrollment rule that identifies a group 
of users permitted to enroll the requested networked resource , or 2) enrolling the requested 
network resource responsive to determining the user has permission to enroll and use the 
resource. Therefore Skantze does not disclose each and every element of the claimed invention. 

The Examiner clarified during the Examiner Interview that Skantze describes a system 
that receives a user's order for a service, where the order is issued using a pen that has an 
identifier. See Skantze, paragraphs 22 and 55. The pen identifier can be a modified identifier 
that fiirther identifies a user once the user authenticates himself to the pen (e.g. the hand-held 
computer unit). See Skantze, paragraph 24. A clearing house (e.g. server) with a registration 
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component receives the user's order which includes the pen identifier, and uses an association 
between the pen identifier (i.e. user identifier) and the address of a payment provider to obtain 
information for a payment provider that will pay for the ordered service. See Skantze, 
paragraphs 56-60. 

While the order for the service can include an identifier of the service and a user 
identifier, the order is not associated with an enrollment rule. The Examiner equates both the 
association between the user identifier (e.g. pen ID) and the address of the payment provider, and 
the fact that a user can authenticate himself to the pen (e.g. the hand-held computer unit) with the 
claimed enrollment rule. Both equivocations fail to take into consideration that the enrollment 
rule identifies users permitted to enroll the requested network resource . An association between 
a user identifier and a payment provider does not indicate whether a user is allowed to enroll the 
service requested by the user. Similarly, a user authenticating himself to a pen does not indicate 
whether the user is allowed to enroll the service requested by the user. Thus, Skantze does not 
disclose or suggest an enrollment rule that identifies a group of users permitted to enroll the 
requested networked resource. 

In Skantze, the decision to provide the service to the user is based on whether payment 
for the service can be made by the payment provider. See Skantze, paragraph 63. While the user 
can authenticate himself to the hand-held computer device (e.g. the pen) and the registration 
component of the clearing house (e.g. the registration server), the decision whether to enroll the 
user in the requested service is not predicated on either authentication. Thus, the user is not 
enrolled in the service in response to determining if the user has permission to enroll and use the 
resource. Skantze therefore does not disclose or suggest enrolling a network resource for the 
user in response to determining that the user has permission to enroll and use the networked 
resource. 

For the above-mentioned reasons, Skantze fails to disclose each and every element of the 
claimed invention. Therefore, independent Claims 24 and 34 are patentable over Skantze. 
Claims 25-33 and 35-43 are also patentable over Skantze because they depend on and 
incorporate the limitations of Claims 24 and 34. Accordingly, Applicants respectfiilly request 
that the Examiner withdraw this rejection. 
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CONCLUSION 

Applicants contend that each of the Examiner's rejections has been adequately addressed 
and that all of the pending claims are in a condition for allowance. Accordingly, Applicants 
respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of all grounds of rejection, and allowance of 
the pending claims. Should the Examiner feel that a telephone conference with Applicants' 
attorney would expedite prosecution of this application; the Examiner is urged to contact the 
Applicants' attorney at the telephone number identified below. 



Respectfully submitted, 

CHOATE, HALL & STEWART LLP 

Date: September 13, 2010 /Kellan D. Ponikiewicz/ 

Kellan D. Ponikiewicz 
Registration Number: 59,701 

Patent Group 

CHOATE, HALL & STEWART LLP 
Two International Place 
Boston, MA 021 10 
Phone: (617)248-5000 
Fax: (617)502-5002 
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